
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2006-294-C - ORDER NO. 2008-47

JANUARY 22, 2008

IN RE: Sandi Perry,

Complainant/Petitioner

v,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a

AT&T South Carolina,

Defendant/Respondent.

) ORDER DENYING

) PROTEST AND THIRD

) PETITION FOR
) REHEARING

)
)
)
)
)
)

On October 31, 2007, this Commission issued Order No. 2007-747 denying Sandi

Perry (Ms. Perry) any relief in the above-captioned compl. aint which she filed against

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a AT&T South Carolina (AT&T). We further

found that because Ms. Perry's dispute of certain charges was found to be unwarranted

and unsupported, she was obligated to pay her bill in full. On or about November 15,

2007, Ms. Perry filed a document styled "Petitioner's Protest and Third Petition for

Rehearing, " in which she seeks to have the Commission rehear her case and reconsider

the rulings contained within Order No. 2007-747. Prior to the issuance of Order No.

2007-747, Ms. Perry had filed two other petitions for rehearing, but we properly deferred

any consideration of rehearing until after the final order had been issued. We did,

however. refer to both of the previous petitions for rehearing in Order No. 2007-747.

BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICECOMMISSIONOF

SOUTHCAROLINA

DOCKETNO. 2006-294-C- ORDERNO. 2008-47

JANUARY 22,2008

IN RE: SandiPerry, )
)

Complainant/Petitioner )

)
v. )

)
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a )

AT&T South Carolina, )

)
Defendant/Respondent. )

ORDER DENYING

PROTEST AND THIRD

PETITION FOR

REHEARING

()n October 31, 2007, this Commission issued Order No. 2007-747 denying Sandi

Perry (Ms. Perry) any relief in the above-captioned complaint which she filed against

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a AT&T South Carolina (AT&T). We further

tbund that because Ms. Perry's dispute of certain charges was found to be unwarranted

and unsupported, she was obligated to pay her bill in full. On or about November 15,

2007, Ms. Perry filed a document styled "Petitioner's Protest and Third Petition for

Rehearing," in which she seeks to have the Commission rehear her case and reconsider

the rulings contained within Order No. 2007-747. Prior to the issuance of Order No.

2007-747, Ms. Perry had filed two other petitions for rehearing, but we properly deferred

any consideration of rehearing until after the final order had been issued. We did,

however, refer to both of the previous petitions for rehearing in Order No. 2007-747.



DOCKET NO. 2006-294-C —ORDER NO. 2008-47
JANUARY 22, 2008
PAGE 2

In an effort to treat Ms. Perry. a pro se litigant, as favorably as possible, we have

now fully reviewed all three of Ms. Perry's petitions seeking rehearing. None of these

documents presents any new evidence or any information which might lead us to reach a

different result than was articulated in Order No. 2007-747. All of the claims made by

Ms. Perry, including the contract-based claims which she now implies were not

specifically ruled upon, have been addressed in full in the prior order and rejected.

Because Ms. Perry has presented no matter which would warrant rehearing of this case or

reconsideration of our rulings in Order No. 2007-747, the Commission denies Ms.

Perry's petition in its entirety.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

46~~+J~
G. O'Neal Hamilton, Chairman

ATTES'I':

. Ro ert Moseley, Vice Chai an

(SEAL)
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BY ORDER OF TttE COMMISSION:

ATTEST:

"C. P(o_rt-Moseley, Vice Chai_

(SEAL)

G. O'Neal Hamilton, Chairman


